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REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS SURROUNDING THE 
DISAPPEARANCE OF MAJ. WILLIAM V. HOLOHAN 


RFPORT OF SPECIAL SUBCOMMITTE! 


| nder the authority Of Ho Ie Resolution rs. SV Ce oress, tT e Com 
mittee on Armed Services was directed to conduct studies and make 
investigations relative to matters concern e the Armed Forces of 
the United States. Phis author ty was vested in a spec il subcom 
mittee composed ot the Honorable W. Sterln a ( ole and the Honor 
able Paul J. Kilday to investigate the disappearance and death of 
May. William V. Holohan that occurred on or about December 6. 
1944. Major Holohan had been assioned to the Office of Stratego 
Services (OSS) and. while on duty with a mission behind German 
lines in Italy during World War IL, he disappeared. This invest 
gation continued under House Resolution 125, 83d Congress. 

This report reflects information obtained from Inany withesses as 
a result of investigations by the ¢ riminal Investigation Diy on 
(CID) of the United States Army in Italy and the United States 
This report also contains information from the files of the Ollice of 
the Provost Marshal, Prom the Office « I strategic services, from the 
Quartermaster General of the United States Am IV, a vell as the 
substance of transe pts ot testhmony before this spec tl subcom 
mittee, 

The inquiry by the special subcommittee was concerned, primarily 
with whether or not «a crime had been committed: whether proseci 
tion was possible: in what jurisdiction it would lie—whether mil tary, 
civilian, or Italian authority: and whether the Federal statutes were 
Inadequate in anv respect o1 hack been lmMproperly administered by 
the Army. 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 


During 1944, when Allied armies were advancing in Italy, the 
whole northern industrial region of that country with most of its 
war factories was still in Axis hands. A great deal of this territory, 
however, was actually under the control of a ia of Italian partl- 
san groups. ‘The National Committee of Liberation anal cli 
rected the partisans but, In practice, thie + parteas inds rep te 
many different politic: al colors, the largest of which was the Commun- 
ist group. The National Committee of Liberation continually made 
demands upon the American command to drop arms, supplies, and 
equipment behind the German lines to enable the partisans to attack 
Nazi communications and generally interrupt and harass enemy op 
erations. The big question. however, in the minds of Alhed | ers 
in Italy was whether the Communists would use the arms against 


the Germans or stockpile them for possible future use in a civil war. 


The leader of the Communist partisans was called Captain Ciro; his 
real name was Vincenzo Moscatelli. He was trained in Moscow and 
later imprisoned by Mussolini for 10 years. 
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When a decision had been made to render assistance to the partisan 
arrangements were made to est: ablish combat an id inte llige ‘nce 
lecessary arms, SUP plies, and radio equipment and drop 


lines. The chiet purpose oft Scien ALLIS, while 


rroup 
teams with the. 
them behind enemy 
ne with the partise Ss, Was to determine the aims of ihe Various 


WOK 
partisan groups and to make sure that assistance was going to the 
groups that would collaborate with Allied forces In fighting the 
Germans. One of these teams was headed by Maj. William V. 
Holohan. an OSS officer. who was the highest ranking American 
operatins in Italy behind German lines. It was felt that an older 
and more e xpe rie need officer shoul | be In comm: und and ah | be ab le 
to operate to the best interests of Allied forces — in difficult situa- 
tions. Major Holohan was 40 vears old anda iduate of Manhattan 
College as well as Harvard Law School. He was a Reserve officer and 
single. He was a large man and was known for his strength and gen 
eral calmness of temperament, In this same group was Lt. Aldo 
leardi, age 23, and a first generation American from Pittsburgh, Pa. 
Teardi was fluent in Italian and was known for his daring. ‘The other 
American in this mission was Set. Carl LoDolee of Rochester, N. Y. 
He was also an Italian American and spoke Italian fluently. A fourth 
member of this party was Tullio Lussi, an Italian partisan, who 
operated under the resistance name of Captain Landi. 

On Septembr 9, 1944, Maj. William V. Holohan was given instrue 
tions as the commanding officer of the Mangostine Mission. It was to 
be his responsibility to determine and report to his command as to what 
air drops of supplies would be made to the partisan groups. He had 
been advised that the partisan groups behind German lines in northern 
It: ily were loosely held together by the National Committee of Libera- 
tion but that the dividual bands were of all political colors, including 
socialistic, democratic, and Communist groups. It was to be the re 
sponsibility of Major Holohan to evaluate the situation behind enemy 
lines and to assist worthy partisans and to prevent any Communist 
group from gaining control of the large industrial area of northern 
Italy after the war was over. 

\\ hen Major Holohan received his orders to lead the Mangostine 
Mission, he was directed to draw $15,445 in Italian lire, United States 
currency, Swiss francs, and French louis d’or. This money was to be 
expended according to Holohan’s best judgment in carrying out the 
activities of the mission. Broken down this money was as follows: 
850,000 lire: 1.500 U.S, dollars: 12.000 Swiss franes: 500 French louis 
dor, 

On September 26, 1944, prior to the taking off of the Mangostine 
Mission trom the Maison Blanche Airport, Algiers, — Holohan 
divided up the gold coins among Lieutenant Ieardi, Captain Landi, 
wna himself. Due to the we ight of this mone y and the z ict that some 
members might be captured when they were drop ped. it was decided 
that all of the mone \ would not be in the possession of any one person, 
After this mission was drop ped behind enemy lines Major Holohan 
collected all of the coins that he had distributed among a men and 
retained possession of them until they were exchanged at a later date. 
On September 26, 1944, the mission was drop ped by ae achute 100 
miles north of the battle line near Lake Orta and immedi: itely began 
operations. Holohan, keeping in touch with his command behind 
American lines, radioed one request for air drop of arms and explosives 
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between September °6 and December 6, 1944. The mission o cupied 
the Villa Castelnuovo. 

Almost immediately animosity developed between Holohan and 
Teardi. Holohan was moving slowly in order to secure the most ac- 
curate information and to limit sharply the Communist strength of 
operations. leardi, on the other hand. was willing to assist any 
partisan group. Holohan had given orders that the Americans were 
to remain in uniform. He was opposed in this by Ieardi who wanted 
to remove uniforms and operate in civilian clothes. leardi resented 
the fact that Holohan had been gry in command of this group. 
He continually told other members of the group, as well as Italian 
partisans with whom they were working, that Major Holohan should 
be put out of the wav. On one oc asion arrangements had been made 
by Holohan to meet Captain Ciro, the Communist partisan leader, to 
discuss future operations. Holohan with Lieutenant Teardi and one 
of the Italian partisans drove to an isolated area to meet Capt un Ciro. 
While Holohan was «discussing operations with Ciro, Teardi berated 
the Italian partisan for not shooting Holohan at that time, stating 
that t] ley would have had a good excuse by saving that a Communist 
euard shot Holohan by mistake. After this meeting Holohan re- 
turned to the Villa Castelnuovo with the party and explained to the 
mission that he doubted the sincerity of the Communist group and 
that he woul | re fuse to orde r Sup} lie s rip tay to them. However. the 
one drop of supplies that was ordered by Holohan was captured by 
the Communist group who refused to give it up to other partisan 
groups. By agreement it was divided later on and the part that was 
given to the custody of the Communists was later found by Italian 
police hidden by the group. These arms and ammunition which had 
been cached away by the C Sep ists were found by the Italian police 
after the war. Holohan had intended this one drop of supp lies for 
the Di and Dio partisans who had lost most of their equipment in a 
battle against the Germans. 

One of the Italian partisans, Aminto Migliari, who resided in the 
Lake Ort: a region, became a me somber of the M: angos tine Mission imme- 
diately following its drop by parachute. He stated that upon a num- 
ber of occasions Leardi and LoDolee both ap proached him and pro- 
posed getting rid of Holohan. At first Mighari thought Ieardi and 
LoDolce were joking. Migliari stated that because Icardi and Holo- 
han disagreed as to which groups would receive arms drops it brought 
on hard feelings between the two. Icardi had made remarks to Mig- 
liari that Holohan was old-fashioned and maintained operations that 
would draw their attention to the enemy in the area where Icardi 
liked to move around unmolested, often out of uniform, attending 
dances and mixing with the natives. Major Holohan remained to 
himself and discouraged fraternizing with the natives. Where Icardi 
thought that the mission should cooperate with strongest potential 
fighting forces in the district, Holohan would not agree to arming a 
potential force that would not fight the Germans. 

Migliari was the Italian partisan who accompanied Ieardi and 
Holohan to the rendezvous to meet the Communist leader Moseatelli. 
Migliari asked Icardi for the results of the conference between Holo- 
han and Moseatelli. Tcardi advised him that no further drops would 
be made for anybody “unless we get rid of the bastard.” At that time 
Icardi stated that arms would be obtained for ever ybody “even if we 
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have to cend Holohan to Switzerlar ad without =| oes.” 1 1) =. of course, 
[ disposing of Holohat ind was a known eXpresslon used 


lt bilad hatives, About that time ki ia proposed al plan whereby two 


Oot thr part sans could be placed in Fascist uniforms ana either kill or 
Cap I'¢ Holohan. 
Wohi t beenme neces ary to ex hange gold Peet for loeal ew 
vy. Holohan entrusted this tasic to Teardi and Miglari. Mighari, 
oO Was a member of the Mangostine Mission w gar compensation, 


d been otlered dut es With a —— nee Lind enemy 


nes for pay. Migliari, who was unable to speak English, suggested 
to leardi that the money thiet Holohan hdl In his POssesslon could 
De ex \ eed, Leardi discussed with Holohan the possibility ot Mig 
liar) leay hoe the mission and at the same time sugeested that the eold 
COINS bn exchanged for local currency. leardi told Holohan that 
Miglin could arrange for the exchange. Holohan agreed to this 
nal wanted a minimum figure for the exchange. According to Mis 
hari, Ieardi stated that if more than the minimum was received, 
Nl Oar and leardi could keep the cdiiference, The Cx hange Was 


hiaie W ith one Cancielliere Allessandro. ith Italian industrialist. who 

Miehari and leardi 1.600.000 lire over the amount demanded 1h 
lfolohan’s terms. Chis amount was kept by Mieliaa l and Teardi, both 
of whom entered Into an agreement together to set up or buy a CO 
manufacturing business. 

About December 1, 1944, the Mangostine Mission had received 
formation that German-Fascist forces were preparing a mopup ot 
partisan groups in the area, and the Italian patriots rec ommended that 
Holohan move to a new location. Holohan then decided tentatively 
to move across Lake Orta to the Villa Maria. Plans were made to 
move the mission aeross the lake on the evening of December 6, 1944. 
That afternoon Icardi then approached two other Italian partisans 
who had been working with the group, Guiseppl Manini and Gual- 
tiero Tozzini, stating that that particular day would be a good time 
to get rid of Holohan. He ordered Manini to secure poison which 
could he placed in Ifolohan’s soup for dinner that night. Knowing 
that Holohan hked soup, Jeardi knew that he would drink it all, 
there ‘by lisposing of all of the poison administered. Manini secured 
a quantity of evanide potassium from a chemist. LoDolece, who had 
heen greatly influenced by Icardi, had been persuaded that if this 
mission continued to refuse arms and money to the partisans, they, 
in turn, would either kill them or betray them to the German-Fascist 
forces. Tlolohan’s stand completely frustrated the aims of Icardi 
and LoDolce. 

When dinner was prepared for the group on the night of December 
6, 1944, the conspirators placed themselves at the table in order that 
Holohan’s back would be toward Manini who was preparing the soup. 
Before the supper was served, a quantity of cyanide of potassium 
was placed into the soup that was served to Major Holohan by Manini. 
Holohan remarked that the soup tasted sour or bitte rs - howe ver, he 
drank all of it. He Gul klvy became ill and went Upstairs to lie down. 
After the other members had finished dinner they began playing 
capone, an Italian eard enme Before that nieht they had hever 
plaved ecards. Wh le the card vame Was In eee of ss they coule | hear 
Holohan upstairs groaning and retching. At that time a courier ar- 
l ved from. across tlre lake and wahtecd to ste it the niission was 
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cvoing to move that night. Le is told t t Holo] id beeome ih 


and the move was to be post po 


Fearime that the poison would not be effective and that Hol ul 
mieht discover t ie plot, Tk irdi decided t t e mnjol oO it have to 
he shot. Both Manini and Tozzini, in their confess slater on, stated 
that they were in fear of then es ahd that was tl eusoh they ent 
alone with the conspiracy. However, they refused te oot Holol 
Accordingly, it was left up to leardi and LoDolee to take a \ rurthel 
aetion inthe killing of Holohan. Cards were dray by leardi and Lo 
Dolce. LoDolece drew thre low ecard and lost. len hg { ip ti ill to 
do the killine. LoDolee asked Manini to hand hn his Baretta auto 
rate pistol, LoDolee, tak he this Dist I. proceeded. UPstaiys tollowed 
bv the others who were atraid he night lose his rve Hlolohan could 
he heard PTOAN NY with Pain as Thre result of the pois n his svsten 
LoDolce went into the roohi atone ana priaree | the pistol against Holo 
lian s head hia fired twice, \\ el leardi. Man nl, ale L‘ozz l en 
tered the room LoDolee was standing in the room like one dazed. 


Ieardi immediately took some cloth and wrapped it around Holohan’s 


head to prevent the spreading of blood on the bed. leardi then ex 
tracted a roll of currency from Holohan’s haversack. The amount 
of this currency has never beet letermined. leard: then ordered 
Manini and 7} OZZi 11 to help him place Holohan 1 his own sle pl 

bag with all of his effects ‘Tozzini a tempted to r ove the wrist 
watch from Holohan’s arm. ITeardi struck him, stating that this is 
the sort of thine Investiento s would look for and ordered that the 
watch remain with Holohan. leardi then ordered Mann and ‘Toz 
zini to help him carry Holohan’s body in the sleeping bag down to the 
edge of the lake ‘Tozzi 1 was orde red to obtain a large he iVV stone 
which he lial, which was tied to the sleepn or bao, While li U1 hil 


LoDolee remained at the edge of the lake. Manini and Tozzini. with 
Holohan’s body, stepped Intoa rowboat that was tied aloneside. The 
boat was rowed out into the lake approximately 100 yards. Holohan’s 
body was then deposited in the lak 
it at the bottom oft the lake, When Man hi and lozzini returned 1th 
the boat Teardi then related what story they were to tell in the event 
they were ever questioned by military or Italian authorities. They 
were to relate how enemy forces attacked the mission as its members 
were preparing to move and that during this « ontusion all the members 
scattered in different directions and that Holohan was never see 
again. After this plan had been agreed upon Leardi, LoDolee, Ma- 
nini, ana Tozzini then cathered up al] ot thei equ pment and sup 
plies and placed it in the boat. They then arranged a simulated at 
tack by ah enemy patrol and the four remaming members fired a 
number ot shots and exploded a hand erenade. These shots were 
heard by natives in the area, all of whom have stated that no enemy 


ew ith the stone as an nl choi to keep 


forees had been seen and they could hot understand WHY these shots 
had been fired. 

After this simulated attack the members separated with Teardi and 
Manini leaving in the rowboat while LoDolee and ‘Tozzini walked 
around the lake. Previous arra neements had been made for them to 
meet at the hew rendezvous, When operatiol — were again set up at 
the Villa Maria, with Teardi in command, Teardi felt that it would be 
better to cooperate W ith the Communist Sroup. Krom then on all 
drops of arms and supplies were furnished to Mosecatelli, These arms 
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‘re among those found cached away later on by American and Italian 


terespionage agents once this area was liberated from the Ger- 
mans, Some of these supplies were found as late as 1951. Members of 
Hats mission then Ope nly cooper: ited with ¢ ‘ommunist partisans and 
cardi was able to deceive his own headquarters in Siena by reporting 
that the airdrops were being “Ne i erie Groups. Krom this time 
until the area was liberated ¢ | airdrops were made, all or most of 


vhich were turned over to the C ce partisans. 
( aptam Landi, who had drop yped | Vv parachute with the original 
Yroup, had not been Operating W ith the Mangostine Mission; however, 


he had returned to the area about the same time that Major Holohan 
disappeared. Landi, when advised that enemy forces had attacked 
the mission at Villa Castelnuovo, returned to the villa to make an in- 
vestigation. Empty shells were seen around the villa all of which had 
heen fired from American weapons. No shit IIs were recovered which 
had been tired from enemy weapons. ‘The villa had not been disturbed 
and there was no indication that enemy forces had ransacked the 
building. On or about December 10, 1944, Icardi entrusted to one 
Murzillo, a parish priest, 300,000 lire. It was later recovered 


feardi to pure? hase wi ate hes an 1d chee se for some relatives of his who 
lived in the area. 

Neither Manini nor Tozzini had been promised anything by Icardi 

i he Iping to lispose of Hloloha: . However, on December ZU, 1944, 
le: irdi vave Manini 20.000. lire, telling him to vive half of it to 
Tozzini. At the time Ieardi said that only 700,000 to 800.000 lire was 
found in the major’s effects at the time the murder took place. 

Sometime around January 15, 1945, 'Tozzini and LoDolce were room- 
ine together at the Villa Caldi. One nieht after they were about 
ready to retire, LoDolce “suffered an attack of insanity.” LoDolce 
feared that the partisans wanted to kill the members of the mission 
and steal the mone \ that they had in their posse ssion. r utting to- 
gether several straps LoDolce lowered himself from the baleony and 
without shoes began running over the snow. Tozzini attempted to 
find him without suecess. He was found, however, by an unknown 
woman the next morning, suffering from exposure. Shortly there- 
after Ieardi had LoDolee evacuated to neutral Switzerland. 

On August 9, 1945, Ieardi was cleared by the OSS for return to the 
United States. He was released from active duty as a captain on 
January 14, 1946. LoDolee was honorably dise thi cae October 14, 
1945. Icardi returned to school to finish his education, attending the 
University of Pittsburgh Law School on a GI scholarship. He later 
went to Peru to continue his studies. LoDolce returned to Rochester, 
N. Y., where he went to work in an industrial plant. 

In July 1946 CID renewed its investigation of Holohan’s disap- 
pearance. The investigation disclosed that Ieardi had apparently 
embezzled and converted to his own use a considerab le sum of money 
in gold currency entrusted to him by Major Holohan. 

In August 1947 Icardi was loe ‘ated in the United States and was 
questioned at great length concerning Holohan’s disappearance with- 
out developing any new evidence. On September 19, 1947, LoDolce 
was questioned with negative results. 

In 1948 CID again made an effort to run down some very vague 
new leads from Italy. Nothing was developed but they did obtain 
the cooperation of Italian police in the Lake Orta region in establish- 








DISAPPEARANCE OF MAJ. WILLIAM \ HOLOHAN 


~ 


ing listening posts and confidential informants with the view tow ira 
picking up possible information relative to the case. This method 
finally produced leads which brought Investigators back to Manini 
and Tozzini. In June 1950 these men were trapped into a series 
of contradiction Ss al cl thes finally broke clown and contessed, impli 
cating themselves with Teardi and LoDolcee in the murder of Major 
Holohan. Their confessions were fully corroborated, especially con 
cerning the recovery of the murder weapon and the recovery of Holo- 
han’s body from Lake Orta on June 16, 1950. Ballistics tests demon 
strated that the bullets removed from Holohan’s body were fired from 
the weapon which Was later recove red ana which had been issued to 
Manini. When Holohan’s body was recovered from the lake It Was 
well preserved because of the coldness of the water. Phe wristwatch 
was still on his arm. The body was found exactly where Manini and 
‘Tozzini. in their confessions, admitted they had deposited it in the 
Waters. 

On August 3, 1950, LoDolee was located in the United States and, 
following a he detector test, he { finally admitted participation with 
feardi, Manini, and Tozzini in the murder of Holohan. Efforts were 
made to locate leardi for questioning but he was in Peru continuing 
his edueation at Lima. 

On August 19, 1950, Teardi and LoDolee were indicted in absentia 
by the Italian Government in Rome which advised that extradition 
proceedings against Ieardi and LoDolee would be instituted in the 
United States. 

On August f, 1950. the Office of the Judge Advocate General not! 
fied evil authorities in Rochester, N. ¥.. where LoDolee Was be ny 
held, that a United States military court had no jurisdiction to try 
LoDolce for murder and that he should be released. 

A study has been made of all military and civil laws concerning 
the crimes committed by leardi and LoDolee. The Judge Advocate 
General advised that neither the United States Army nor the United 
States Attorney General appear to have jurisdiction in this case be 

‘ause courts-martial jurisdiction terminated when Leardi and LoDolce 
were released from the armed services. There aiso appeared to be no 
United States statute which could apply in a successful prosecution of 
either Ieardi or LoDolece. 

In early 1950, when CID reopened the investigation in Italy after 
hearing rumors that were circulating in the Lake Orta region, Henry 
Manfredi, CID investigator, working with Italian police, concluded 
that the Mangostine group when it fled at the time of the alleged at 
tack could not possibly have packed up all their gear, placing it ina 
boat and escaping. No testimony was ever taken to indicate that 
Holohan was present when arrangements were made to move nor at 
the time the alleg@ed moving ac tually took Pp ‘lace. Therefore, Holohan 
must he ave disap pe ared before the f: ake attack took pl we, 

This case Was first brought before the eves of the public when an 
article appeared in the True Magazine dated ~—s Ls, 951. It was 


climaxed hy the Issuance of thy Department « Det fense of a news 
release the same day, relating its findines in the eas The Depart 
ment of Defense release pl ded by a few hou thre ‘wins Mavaz ‘ 
irticle over the by] ne of Michael Stern and JA Hs Liebling, OUn 
hewspapermen, Their irticle related facts which thev allee lly 


GOO 
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covered and com lided that murder had bee) committed. There Wiis 

» substantial difference in this art cle and the press release Issued by 
the Department of Defense \ number of statements appeared in the 
True \] iWazlhe article Which were also piace D\ the Department ot 
Defer 56, which were hot accurate, Both relenses stated that the 
\I imgvostine Missiot . When it Was dropped Into Italy. had with it 
SLOOOOU, hese statements were made uslhg almost identically the 
Sune words, Both releases, also Islhg the same words. revented that 
after the war LoDolcee received the D stinguished Service Cross on 
the recommendation of Teardi. Both releases also stated that Leardi 


Was a first-generation Italian from Pittsburgh where he had been a 
law student be.ore entering the service, None of these statements 
Which appeared in both articles were true inasmuch as CLD made a 
complete investigation in this matter in Italy and the United States 
and had the true facts in their possession. It is apparent that a great 
deal of the information contamed in then press release was taken 
from the True Magazine article. 

Shortly after this case was first brought to the attention of the pub 
i, Teardi was invited to appear for a special broadcast over the 
Mutual network radio sVstem for a special broadeast interview. This 
occurred on August 29, 1951 At the time of this broadcast, Leardi 
stated that he was absolutely innocent of these charges. He stated 
that he had considered bringing libel action against True Magazine, 
Which had broken the story, and against the United States Govern 
ment, and at that time his attorneys were considering these libel suits. 
\lso at the time of this broadcast Leardi said, as he had done many 
times before during this Investigation, that he had never been con 
fronted by anyone connected with the Government with these charges. 
He stated that he had heard of the so-called confession made by Lo- 
Dolce in August 1950, and at that time, he, Ieardi, was not confronted 
with the crimes against Holohan and the United States Government. 
It should be pointed out here, however, that from March of 1949 until 
May of 1951 Ieardi was attending school in Peru and therefore was not 
contacted although efforts had been made to find him at his home in 
Pittsburgh at that time. It should also be pointed out that when 
leardi appeared before the Pennsylvania law examiners on March 4, 
i953, he admitted that he had been questioned in Italy and again on 
his return to the United States and later by CID in 1947 concerning 
the disappearance of Holohan and the embezzlement of United States 
funds. 

On December 19, 1951, there appeared beforé this subcommittee 
Michael Stern, foreign correspondent for True and other Fawcett 
publications, who said that he resided in Rome, Italy, and had made 
extensive Investigations mto this matter in Italy as well as in the 
United States and that following the confessions of Manini, Tozzini, 
ana LoDolce, he concluded that leardi and LoDolee In concert were 
responsible for the death of Major Holohan and the embezzlement of 
funds of the United States. Tle testified that the United States Army 
covered the whole matter with a blanket of silence because, in their 
opinion, Lleardi and LoDolee could not be prosecuted In any civil or 

litary court. Stern appeared to be criticizing one individual, how 

er, Whom he cid) not name. Ile stated that the ¢ LA was very co 
operative with bim and gave him information from the OSS files 


cerning Teardis disloyalty while serving in Italy. Stern testified 
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that no action had ever been taken to extradite Ieardi even though 
Ieardi made the statement at the time of his radio appearance that he 
was fighting extradition to Italy 

Stern stated that he doubts if Moseatelli. a Communist partisan 
who is presently a member of the Italian Senate, has in anv Way im- 
peded this investigation or prevented the extradition of leardi and 
LoDolee even thoueh he has stated that lenrdi furnished arms to him 
during the war and also that Moseatelli has gone on record in Ieardi’s 
defense. 

Stern testified that while he was visiting in the area of Lake Orta 
where Holohan’s body was eventually found, he questioned “ iny of 
the inhabitants and was struck by a feeling of fear they exh ibited 
when he mentioned the name Holohan. He estimated that while he 
was making his investigation, approximately 90 percent of the par- 
tisans in that area professed communistic beliefs and that it was the 
failure of Holohan’s mission under the command of Ieardi because 
arms were turned over to Communist leaders. 

From Captain Landi, Stern learned that before the jump into Italy 
Landi Was hande d seven rolls ot marengos, eold COlns believed to have 
been minted by the third French Republic. Landi also stated that 
Ieardi and Holohan each had a similar amount of gold coins, making 
a total of 2.100 marengos, believed at that time, on the black market, 
to be valued at 865 per marengo. According to Stern, the computation 
of the total value of these 2,100 marengos was ap proxim: ite ly $131. 
000. According to C apt un Landi, after the mission had been drop yped 
in Italy, Major Holohan carefully collected the marengos and cash 
from both Landi and Lieutenant Teardi. 

After the drop, the group was taken to a cave in the hills by a 
partisan group, where they were briefed. At that time, Amuinta 
Migliari appeared. His battle name was Captain Giorgio. THe was 
allegedly the head of a military information service of the partisan 
forces in northern Italy. He was immediately put in charge of the 
security of Holohan’s mission. A girl named Marina Duelli who had 
been assioned asa courier for Mayor Holohan Was allegedly the cirl 
friend of Migliari. Stern then related substantially the same story 
that has been obtained by the Army from witnesses in Italy and the 
United States. 

On January 9 and 10, 1952 ro nry Manfredi, at the present time a 
United States agent employed i Trieste, appeared before this sub- 
committee and testified that Rey was chief a for CID in 
Trieste, assigned to TRUST when he was directed by his superiors 
in 1950 to reopen the investigation in the Holohan case. Manfredi 
testified as follows: 

The early part of this investigation, which was done by another 
branch of CID, reveals that Migliari had stated that during the first 
part. of the investigation the Garabaldini or Communist partisans 
were causing trouble and because Holohan did not favor giving aid 
to them, they may have killed Holohan to get the money the mission 
members had in their possession. Holohan had ordered Icardi to ex- 
change French gold pieces for Italian lire, and wanted a minimum 
figure for the exchange. According to Migliari, Ieardi had stated 
that if more than the minimum was received, Miglhari and Ieardi 
could keep the difference. The exchange was made with one Can- 
cielliere Allessandro, an Italian industrialist who gave Migliari and 
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leardi 1,650,000 live over the amo t demanded in the terms of Holo 
ian. This amount was kept by Leardi and Migliari who entered into 
\ vreement to set up or b Va toy manufacturing business. Mig- 
idl bee tpproached by Leardi and LoDolce a number of times 
propositioned by them into getting rid of Holohan, Other parti 


i | fo have heard these propositior also, Maat hha Duelli. al 
eourrer, ilso knew of rrictiol bet we leard iid Holohan. Mieliari 


qaoubted Mia his Ol einal story concerning the events oh the } elit 
of December 6. 1944. because Jie kept changing his story. \ priest 

i eq Do ( irlo also was nware of this triction between I Wal and 
Holohar The priest mistrusted Teardi as a man of fev scruples and 


doubted if leardi sent a true report concerning Holohan’s disappear 
ance to their superiors, This priest stated that Teardi and LoDolce 


moved about a vreat deal more Tree ly atter [Ilolohan’s disappearance. 


\ i result ot Manfredi’s investigation, he concluded the following 
! s testimony before the subcommittee: 
I wa embezzled 1.650.000 lire, funda oft the | hited States 


Crovernment. 
Phe Manini and Tozzini confessions implicated them as well as 
Jeardi and LoDolee in Holohan’s murder by poisoning, shooting, and 
the depositing of his body in Lake Orta. 
(+ Phat Manini administered the Porson. 
t Ltt LoDolece shot Hlolohair twice in the head, causing mstant 
) | bell | ard robbed Llolohan by removing money from his 
iversack after the shooting. , 
Phat Teardi, LoDolee, Manini, and Tozzini carried Holohan’s 
body Wi ipped in his sleepin gy bag with Holohan’s effects, to the lake, 
placed t in a rowboat and rowed out onto the lake by Manini and 


Pozzi wid dropped t into the water weighted with a large rock. 
7) That Teardi ordered LoDolee, Manini, and Tozzini to simulate 


ike attack at the villa and to recount a false vers on of th , facts. 
“) Phat the murdet Weapol Isstied to \I wn. late) sold by him, 


Was recovered and ballistics tests showed it as t 


le oun that fired the 
bullets into TH ohan’s head. 

Phat the body recovered from Lake Orta was that of THlolohan. 

14) Phat the Italian State Department had forwarded to the 

United States Ambassador at Romea report with supporting affidavits 
for the extradition of Leardi and LoDolee. 

Phat after Holol ans fate, all airdrops were delivered by 
feardi to Communist partisans. 


Iv) That Holohan had in his possess1on rolls of marengos valued 
it S1TS.000 when he was prerdrere huted into Italy. This value in Ame 
can dollars was considered at the black-market rate. 

()) July i 232. applic ation Was made by the Republic of Italy for 
the extradition of LoDolee on the « harges ot highly pluriaggravated 
homicide anda robbery. This application was dismissed by Hon. John 
Knight, United States district judge, Butfalo, N.Y. The ease was cis 
missed on technical PTOUNCS. 

\ similar undertaking in United States district court in Pittsbureh, 
Pa. aga nst Teardi was not completed because a warrant was not issued 
for leardis arrest by the United States attorney there. The I nited 


states attorney tut Pittsburgh has ady ised that no action in this hatte! 
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was taken by the Italian vice consul that distriet with respect to the 

extradition of Aldo leardi. 
Sometime after leardi returned to t 

took up his life weal mn Pittsbureh, Pa., ne piace tpplication fo. 


l 
} 


e United States from Peru and 


adpiission to practice law in that State. \ hearing was held before 
the Allegheny County Board of Law Examiners on February 11, 1955. 
\ transeript of these proceedings were pide \t the time of this 


hearing, leardi related the false Version Concerning Holohan’s dis i} 
pearance. At the time Ieardi testified before the board of law exam 
ers, he stated that he had been con pletely exonerated by the \rmy in 
connection with the disappearance ol Major Holohan. In this exon 
eration, leardi stated that he relied upon a statement made by the 
colonel in the Army who conducted the le-detector tests. leardi 
Claimed this colonel made the statement that he was convineed that 
leardi had nothing whatsoever to do with the disappearance of 
Holohan. 

Also, before the law examiners, leardi attacked the Department ol 
Defense by saving that its relense was identical with that of the True 
magazine art icle. According to leardi, the True Magazine art icle was 
viven to the Pittsburgh Post-Gazette on Au@ust 14, 1951, and the 
Department ot Defense release appeared August 15. 1951. 

On Mareh 19, 1953.9 letter was directed to Carl LoDolce requesting 
him to appear before this subcommittee on Mareh 26. 1953, and make 
any statement which he desired concerning this matter. This letter 
Was transmitted by reoistered mall and was rece ved and signed for 
by Carl LoDolee on Mareh 23, 1953. 

On March 26, 190, the subcommittee received a telegram from 
Vhomas G. Presutti, attorney for LoDolee. This telegram advised 
that LoDolee could not appear due to an aggravated back and leg 
injury incurred during the war. 

A similar letter was directed to Aldo Tcardi, requesting his ap- 
pearal e before the subcommittee. leardi did appear and wave testi- 
mony. 

On April 13. 1953. a second letter was addressed to LoDolee with 
a copy to his attorney, again inviting him to appear and make a 
statement before the subcommittee. ‘These letters were again sent by 
registered mail and were signed for by LoDolce on April 16, 1953, and 
by Presutti on April 15, 1953. On May 26, 1953, a third letter was di- 
rected to Thomas G. Presutti. attorney for LoDolee, again requesting 
LoDolce’s appearance before the subcommittee. This letter was re- 
ceived at Presutti’s office on May 28, 1953, and has never been an- 
swered. To clate, LoDolee has never appeared before the subcom 
mittee. 

leardi appeared before the subcommittee on Mareh 26, 1955, and 
related his version of Holohan’s disappearance. He told substantially 
the same story as was given by Manini and Tozzini when they were 
first interviewed anal before they mice their contessions. Ile told the 
incidents that led up to the night of December 6, 1944, omitting the 
procuring and administering of the polsol to Holohan, and relating 
the simulated attaek and fleeing with all equipment which had been 
packed on the boat. 

Teardi made a veneral denial regarding any ky owledge COnCernINe 
the dlisappearence of Holohan. He denied CIVINnG cn more aris ae 
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other assistance to the cOMMmMUNIStIC Qroups than tothe anti Communist 
partisan He also denied robbing Holohan of say yas well as the 
embezz Seiad of United States funds entrusted to him by Holohan. 
He also denied the shooting and the wr ipping of Holohan’s body 11h 
the sleeping bag and throwing the body in Lake Orta. He denied di 
recting that these orders be carried out. His story In part wis identi 
cal to the one given by witnesses in Italy and the United States e xcept 
for the true facts concerning Holohan’s murder and disappearance. 
His version of the embezzlement was not the same as when he was 
wiven the lie detector test. At the time of this test. he admitted the 
embezzlement of United States funds. Tenrdi testified that he had 
considered libel action against the Fawcett publications but his at 
torneys had advised against it. He admitted that he has never made 
any attempt to correct the records of the Department of Defense con 
cerning Holohan’ Ss murder and disappearance. 

At the request of this subcommittee, Ralph Pierce, retired colonel 
of the Army, appeared and testified that he had given several hundred 
ie detector tests while serving in the Army. He recalls giving such 
a test to Teardi in 1947 to determine the whereabouts of Holohan. He 
testified that at the time the test was given, it was not known if Holo- 
han was dead nor were any details available concerning his disap- 
pearance, but Tcardi was asked questions concerning the embezzlement 
of United States funds to which Teardi admitted, and using 1,650,000 
lire of these funds to purchase a toy business. Pierce also testified that 
he never, at any time. told Ieardi that he was convinced Teardi had 
nothing to do with Holohan’s death and disappearance because such 
a determination could not have been made until time had been taken 
to study the charts. These charts were not studied until Pierce re- 
turned to Washington. 

Pierce states that this test was elven during a 2-c: ay period and dur- 
ing the first day, Ieardi was very nervous and the results were very 


unsatisfactory. Therefore, it would have been ridiculous for him to 
make any remark at the end of the first day that Icardi was not im- 
plicated. The charts showed nothing definite indie: ating that leardi 


was hot imp licated. Therefore, Pierce had no opinion at the end 
of the first day and, by the same token, could not have told cardi that 
he had been exonerated. He does recall telling Teardi to return the 
next day for another test. If an opinion had been established at the 
end of the first day, Pierce stated there would have been no reason to 
call Teardi back for a test on the second day. Pierce also testified 
that he had not formed an opinion at the end of the second « lay’s test 
because he still did not have an opportunity to examine the charts. 
He stated that at the end of the second day, he returned to Washing- 
ton with the charts where he made an examination and formed his 
Opuiuon. 
REVIEW OF THE EVIDENCE 


The President, in Presidential Proclamation 2714. dated December 
31, 1946, proclaimed “the cessation of hostilities of World War II ef- 
fective 12 noon, December 31, 1946.” The Office of Judge Advocate 
General states that, hence, article of war 39 would not seem to apply 
to the offenses against property of the United States until December 
31, 1949. As to LoDolce, prosecution for embezzlement was barred 
on December 31, 1952. As to Ieardi’s absence from the United States 
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\ hile attending school in Pe ‘ru, thus extended the statute of limitations 
for another 2 years and 6 days later, making a bar to his prosecution 
against prope rty of the U nited States on Januar Vv 6, L955. 

Concerning the offense against property, Icardi had admitted knowl- 
edge that Major Holohan had been entrusted w ith 450 gold coins, prop 
erty of the United States Government, and the conversion of this gold; 
the contract with Miglari: that the signature on this Italian-text 
agreement is his Own: and he denies knowing at the time that he em- 
bezzled 1,650,000 lire. 

The flaws are obvious: Major Holohan’s statements to Migliari with 
reference to exchanging the coins are inadmissib le as hearsay ; ho 
actual proof exists that the coins were property of the United States 
issued to the mission rather than of Major Holohan; no proof exists 
that the proceeds of the conversion were kept by Icardi and Mighari 
and not returned to Major Holohan. The contract is some evidence, 
but is not conclusive on the point. Furthermore, unless Migliari has 
been tried by an Italian court for his participation, he is protected 
against self-incrimination before a court-martial. 

On December 6, 1944, Icardi was observed by LoDolce in the act of 
removing “some money in bills which were rolled up” from Major 
Holohan’s haversack after the latter’ s murder. Manini “saw Lieu- 
tenant Icardi searching the major’s haversack and the sleeping bag 
where the senior officer’s body lay. He W ithdrew a rather voluminous 
roll from the haversack which he immediately placed in his pocket.” 
He “cannot specify what the roll contained.” 

Again the element of owne rship cannot be established. At best, 
could be shown that Major Holohan had a special title to the roll, so 
that larceny of his property copld be alleged, but — line draws the 
offense from article of war 94 into article of war 93. As to the latter 
article, jurisdiction has lapsed. Further, no amount can be established, 
so that it would be alleged as “of some value.” The maximum punish- 
ment for larceny of property valued at under $20 under either article 
of war is dishonorable discharge and total forfeitures (neither being 
appropriate) and confinement for 6 months. 

As a matter of defense, it ean be shown that Ieardi, as senior officer 
present with the mission, succeeded upon the major’s death to the com- 
mand. As commanding officer, he was authorized and required to 
assume control of the money. He obviously devoted it to the objectives 
of the mission, for he was awarded the Legion of Merit for his work 
therewith. 

The same defects in proof are found in an analysis of the facts set 
forth in paragraph above. Even assuming that the roll left in the 
chicken coop of the parish house in Pella contained gold coins, as- 
suming the coins belonged to the United States, there is no proof of 
fraudulent conversion thereof. Again, the continued successful opera- 
tion of the mission is entitled to great weight. Whatever his faults, 
Teardi was an active servant of the OSS, industrious, intelligent, and 
capab le. 

The sum of 300,000 lire entrusted to Murzillo can probably be shown 
to have been spent in part for watches and cheese, but there is no 
proof of the origin of this amount. 

In conclusion, it may be said that the emphasis in this case has al- 
ways been upon the most dramatic aspect, the murder, jurisdiction as 
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to whi has beet ost to Army courts-martial by the severance of the 
I il of eithen | uci Ol LoDol e for the offenses against Govern 
ent property, while possible under the law. does not hold uny re 


onnable assuranee of a conviction. 


CONCLUSIONS 


I timonv before th dere tauege¢a nit| reveals that probable 
ease fa been est iblished “as ma Aldo learadi and ( arl CF; LoDolce 
for the murder of May. Willi: nh) Holohan on or about December 6, 
1O44 Lestimony ee ee probable 


tise fa Hee! est ib} shed woainst Aldo leard) for the embezzlement 
of funds of the United States amounting to 1,650,000 lire. (At a 
black market rate, this is estimated to have a dollar value of 812,000. ) 
Pestimony before this subcommittee also reveals that probable cause 
Hts been establ shed uvalhst Aldo leardi for the robbery of an 
nknown amount of United States funds from the body of Major 
Holohan. 


leard? was returned to an inactive status from the Army on 


January 14, 1946. having been awarded the Legion of Merit. Lo 
Dolce Wits honorably disc hargved on Or tober 14. 1945, with disability 
benefits. Neither was charged with any ¢ rime &row Ing out of any- 


thing which occurred while on active duty. Investigations from 2 
lo f vears subsequent to their dis hare « lea ly indicate robable cause 
for the prosecution of homicide, robbery, and embezzlement. At the 
time that the mneidents in this matter oce urred, the military codes Dy 
Spec fic provision stated that no proses ution could occur by courts 
martial unless the defendants were charged with the crimes prior to 
discharge. Phe enactment of che Uniform Code of Military Justice 
hy Congress on May 4, 1950, now provides that a person who has com 
mitted a crime pr ior to cise _. need not be so charged at the time but 
May be so « harged after his rele: » by the Armed Forces, (See art. 3 
of the I Ifornmny ¢ ode ot Nii Rais: So in the appendix, ) The only 
stablis oa facts of the crimes have come from accomp ylices and no 
corroborated testimony has been found which might secure a con 

viction tor any of the crimes. Opinions rendered by the JAG an id 
the Department of Justice state that there has been no proof of any 

fraudulent conversion of United States funds by Teardi or LoDolce 
ind that although the mre of either one for embezzlement and rob 
berv is poss ible under the law, there is no reasonable assurance what 

oever of secure a conviction, 

. Phere IS ho prov iston tol extraterritoriality in the United Stites 
Code and there are no common law erimes against the United States 
which would authorize proses ution mm any Federal eourt. Therefore, 
prosecution is not possible under any existing statute for the erime 
of murder committed in this locale and under these circumstances. 
iy kewise ~ho state ot the United states has jurisdiction to try leardi 
and LoDolee for the erime of murder. 

Since no prosecution is possible in United States courts or under 
courts-manrtial, It Is not necessary to refer to the constitutional pro- 
VISION against ex post facto laws for any legish: ative consideration. 

As to Italian jurisdiction, the Italian Government through the State 
Departine nt sougnet at cl obtained i Warrant for the apprehension and 
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extradition of LoDolce n the western district of Ne Yor a \ sn 


lar undertaking in the United States District Court vivania 
against Teardi was not completed because the Italia onsul at Pitts: 
bureh did not make aa appl iti for leardis extraditi to Ita 
Phe extradition proceedings against LoDolce wer tested on tech 
nical YrOUNCS aha eXxtraditio Wis cle ed by I L¢ sstiite Lists { 
Court Judge John Knight, who, in his opinion, states that the appl 
cation by the Republi of Italv for the extraditio F Lal) ‘ vroule 
be dented. (See Judge IX) olit’s op Oh ih the appe 

During the SOth Congress, groundwork wa \ for le@islation 
result o the enactment of tl Uniform Code of MM il Justice 
that became law on May 3. 1950. dun ne the Slst Coneress Phi 
Uniform Code of Military Justice was a result of the Hirshberg case 
which prevented the prosecut oh of a discharged mie ber of the 


~~ 


Armed Forces who hac cOMMItead a crite Wl 
early as the act of 1865 (12 Stat. 696), Congress pli y recognized 
that there was a significant difference between court-martial powe1 
to try men while in the service and te try men after their cis hare 
As a result of the Tlirshberg case, this situation was changed by 
article 3 of the Uniform Code of Military Justice (Public Law 506, 


Sist Cong.: 64 Stat. 105). The on Ginal Sehate Report 486, Slst 
Congress, stated that 
under existing law, the Armed Forces lose jurisdiction over military personne 
who have been lawfully separated from service and this fae is clearly estab 
lished in the Hirshberg case Chis involved an offense wl Wil omunitter 
bevond the jurisdiction of our State and Feder courts d before tl Uniform 
Code of Military Justice became lav Mhere was no tribur which ] Tris 
diction over the person or the offense It was cle: \ ! el ! some 
persons could escape trial by court-martial by the ere lawful termination of 
SETV ICE The Congress stated that this was no 1 esi: t I NH a) the 
other hand t Was Considered desirable to place some tit oh continuing 
jurisdiction over persons who commit offenses while subject lilitary law 
and who terminate their military status before apprehe ion In the opinion 
of the Senate committee which prepare the re rt. the provisio of this sub 
division provided a desirable degree of conti ng jurisdic d, at the same 
time, place sufficient limitations on the continuins tio prevent 
capricious actions on the part of military author 

Although e\ iden e trom the invest ation Of this case real ly estab 


lished “probable cause” for charging murder and embezzlement o1 
the part of Ieardi and LoDolee, the incidents, however, took place 
prior to congressional action in the form of the Uniform Code of 
Military Justice and before the passage of this law all military people, 
having been discharged, were free of all prosecution by a nulitary 
court. The Uniform Code of Military Just ( WwW provides a stop 
gap for further incidents of this nature as reflected in the present 
Poth case, a discharged member of the (rm Who Was recently 
returned to Japan to face trial for murder in the military court. 

t. It is interesting to note at this time that when earings wert 
held before the House Armed Services Committee prior to ehactment 
ot the Uniform Code of Military Justice, officers of the armed services 
who appeared and aave testimony vel erally objected to article 3 of 
the code providing for the return and military court-martial of dis 
charged armed-services personnel, even though the incidents su 
rounding the death of Holohan were not known at that time. The 
investigation of the Holohan case showed just fication for article 
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3 of the Uniform Code of Military Justice, for a continuing juris 
diction in such matters, and a possible extension or revision of such 
arti icle ci 

The iminal Code of the United States, chapter 15. homicide 
sections ; 11 1, 1112, 1113, and 1114 provide penalties for murder, 
first and second degree; attempted murder; manslaughter, voluntary 
and involuntary ; attempt to commit manslaughter, and protection 
of officers and employees of the United States. The last section pro- 
\ ial Ne SU th protect ion tor otlice ‘Ys and employees ot the United States 
speci fic rally names what emp sloyees, eget and representatives of 
the United States are so protected, but omits oflicers and enlisted 
personnel of the Armed Forces. This chapter of the code provides 
penalties where such crimes have been committed within the special 
maritime and territorial jurisdiction of the United States but makes 
no such provision for these crimes committed outside the territorial 
jurisdiction of any United States district courts. Chapter 211, see- 
tion 3238 of the Criminal Code further provides penalties for crimes 
committed on the high seas or elsewhere out of the territorial juris- 
diction of any State or district and gives United States courts at the 
port of entry and where found, jurisdiction to try offenders for such 
crimes. 

At the time of the circumstances surrounding the disappearance and 
death of Major Holohan, no Federal court in the United States and 
no military court had jurisdiction in this matter. Extradition pro- 
ceedings on the application of the Republic of Italy in an effort to 
extradite Carl G. LoDolee, having been denied, also bar any prose 
cution of these subjects in Italy. 


RECOMMENDATIONS 


That recommendations be referred to the Judiciary Committee to 
amend the Criminal Code giving civil courts concurrent jurisdiction 
with military courts to try offenders in the employ of the United 
States Government and while engaged in oflicial duties for the United 
States outside the territorial jur isdiction of any State or district and 
who has committed any felony at common law, making such person 
or persons subject to trial at the port of entry where returned to the 
United States or where found. Such provisions should specifically 
include members of the Armed Forces returned to the United States 
and discharged following the commission of any such felony started 
or completed while still in the Armed Forces. 

SPECIAL SUBCOMMITTEE. 
W. Sreruine Coie, Chairman. 
Pact G. Kinpay. 
Approved ; 
Drwry Srorr, 
Chairman, Armed Services Committee. 
Date: July 16, 1955. 


APPENDIX 


ART. 3. JURISDICTION TO TRY CERTAIN PERSONNEL. 





(a) Subject to the provisions of article 43, any perso irged with having 
cominitted, while in a status in which he was subjeet to this code. an offerse 
against this code, punishable by coniinement of five Vears or more, and for which 
the person cannot be tried in the courts of the United States or any State o7 
Territory thereof or of the District of Columbia, shall not be relieved f 
amenability to trial by courts-martial by reason of the termination of said status 

Nov! As to the jurisdiction of United States courts to try Gases involving 
offenses Committed without the territorial limits of the United States are 


without the special maritime and territorial jurisdiction of the United States 
aus define | in Tithe 18, U.S. C., see. T, see U.S. ve Bowman (260 U.S. 94, 
and 2bse) 

(b) All persons discharged from the armed forces subsequently charged with 
having fraudulently obtained said discharge shall, subject to trial by court 
martial on said charge and shall after apprehension, be subject to this code while 
in the custody of the armed forces for such trial Upon conviction of said charge 
they shall be subject to trial by court-martial for all offenses under this code 
committed prior to the fraudulent discharge 

(¢) Any person who has deserted from the armed forces shall not be relieved 
from amenability to the jurisdiction of this code by virtue of a separation from 
any subsequent period of service 


SECTION 1111. MURDER. 

(a) Murder is the unlawful killing of a human being with malice aforethought 
Every murder perpetrated by poison, lying in wait. or any other kind of willful, 
deliberate, malicious, and premeditated killing; or committed in the perpetra 
tion of, or attempt to perpetrate, any arson, rape, burglary, or robbery ; or per 
petrated from a premeditated design unlawfully and maliciously to effect the 
death of any human being other than him who is killed, is murder in the first 
degree 

Any other murder is murder in the second degree 

(b) Within the special maritime and territorial jurisdiction of the United 
States, 

Whoever is guilty of murder in the first degree shall suffer death unless the 
jury qualifies its verdict by adding thereto “without capital punishment,” in 
which event he shall be sentenced to imprisonment for life: 

Whoever is guilty of murder in the second degree shall be imprisoned for any 
term of years or for life. (June 25, 1948, ch. 645, sec. 1, G2 Stat. T56, eff. Sept 
1, 1948. ) 

SECTION 1112. MANSLAUGHTER. 

(2) Manslaughter is the unlawful killing of a human being without malice 
It is of two kinds: 

Voluntary—Upon a sudden quarrel or heat of passion 

Involuntary—In the commission of an unlawful act not amounting to a felony 
or in the commission in an unlawful manner, or without due caution and circum 
spection, of a lawful act which might produce death 

(b) Within the special maritime and territorial jurisdiction of the United 
States, 

Whoever is guilty of involuntary manslaughter shall be fined not more thar 
$1,000 or imprisoned not more than three years or bot! June 25, 1948, ch. 645 


sec, 1, 62 Stat. T56, eff. Sept. 1, 1948.) 


SECTION 1113. ATTEMPT TO COMMIT MURDER OR MANSLAUGHTER. 


Except as provided in section 115 of this title, whoever, within the spe¢ 
maritime and territorial jurisdiction of the United States, attempts to comm 
murder or manslaughter, shall be fined net I" nh S1T.000 or imprisoned 
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more than three years or both (June 25, 1948, ch. 645, sec. 1, 62 Stat. 756, eff 
Sept. 1, 1948.) 
SECTION 1114. PROTECTION OF OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Whoever kills any judge of the United States, any United States Attorney, any 
Assistant United States Attorney, or any United States marshal or deputy mat 
shal or person employed to assist such marshal or deputy marshal, any officer or 
employee of the Federal Bureau of Invest tion of the Department of Justice, 
post-office inspector, any officer or employee of the secret service or of the 





Bureau of Narcotics, any officer or enlisted man of the Coast Guard, any officer 
employee of any United States penal or correctional institution, any officer, 
employee or agent of the Customs or of the internal revenue or any person assist 
ing him in the execution of his duties, any immigrant inspector or any immigra 
tion patrol inspector, any officer or employee of the Department of Agriculture 
or of the Department of the Interior designated by the Secretary of Agriculture 
or the Secretary of the Interior to enforce any Act of Congress for the protection, 
preservation, or restoration of game and other wild birds and animals, any 
officer or employee of the National Park Service, any officer or employee of, or 
assigned to duty in, the field service of the Bureau of Land Management, any 
employee of the Bureau of Animal Industry of the Department of Agriculture, 
or any officer or employee of the Indian field service of the United States, while 
engaged in the performance of his official duties, or on account of the perform 
ance of his official duties, shall be punished as provided under sections 1111 and 
1112 of this title. (June 25, 1948, ch. 645, sec. 1, 62 Stat. 756, amended May 24, 
1949, ch. 139, sec. 24, 63 Stat. 93; Oct. 31, 1951, ch. 655, sec. 28, 65 Stat. 721.) 


UNITED STATES DIsTrRicr COURT 
WESTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION FOR EXTRADITION OF CARL GEORGE LODOLCE, 
ALSO KNOWN AS CARLO GIlorGIO LODOLCE 


Appearances: Francis DiBartolo, Esq., Buffalo, N. Y.. attorney for Complain 
ant James Pattistoni, as consular agent for the Republic of Italy (Fink, Me 
Namee & Pavia, Esqs., attorneys for Counsel General of Italy; Thomas J. Me 
Namee, Esq., and Ralph J. Schwartz, Jr.. of New York, as counsel). Thomas G. 
Presutti, Esq., Rochester, N. Y., attorney for Carl George LoDolce. 

Knight, Chief District Judge 

This is a proceeding on application by the Government of the Republic of Italy 
for the extradition of one Carl George LoDolee, also sometimes called “Carlo 
Giorgio LoDolce.” from the United States to Italy on charges of highly pluri 
avated homicide and robbery. 

The facts disclosed in the description of the crimes are so gruesome as to be 
tlhmost unbelievable were they not supported by the written and oral confessions 
of LoDolce and the testimony of numerous other individuals 

During World War II, in the fall of 1944, while an American army was fight- 
ing a German army in Italy, various allied missions were set up to contact the 
underground Italian partisans behind the German lines to assist and direct their 
Inovements and to succor them with supplies. In other words, the purpose was 
to combine the efforts of the partisans with the allies, 

In October 1944 LoDolee was assigned to a mission of the United States army 





called the Clirysler Mission, which was composed of Capt. Vietor Giannino, Sgt. 
Arthur Ciarmicoli, and Sergeant LoDolce. All were citizens of the United 
ites and members of its Army. The mission was ordered to and did oper 
ate in the northern part of Italy behind the German line. Its base was shifted 
{ time to time until it contacted another United States Army mission known 
s the Mangostine Mission, composed of Maj. William V. Holohan, who was in 
nd, Lt. Aldo Teardi, two Italian citizens, one named Landi and the other 
yp itor ne as Re The two missions met at the Villa Castelnuovo, 
Novare n the M t S. Maurizio @Op:uglio Shortly thereafter 
(; nd Ciarmico ‘ the others to go farther north to make contact 
ht grou] partisans rhe remaining members of the two missions 

1 LoDolee « nies operate from Mangostine Mission 
vening of Dece ber G, 1944, Major Holohan disappeared and searches 
vhat ppened to hit On June 16, 1950, Major Holo 
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han’s body was recovered from Orta Lake, a nearby lake When he disappeared 
there were present with him at the villa Captain Icardi, LoDolce, and partisans 
Giuseppe Manini and Gualtiero Tozzini. The testimony and exhibits disclose 
that Major Holohan was in disfavor with Icardi and LoDolee, especially Icardi. 
It seems that Icardi was the individual who mainly directed the acts which 
took place. Manini, at Icardi’s suggestion, procured some potassium cyanide. 
At the evening meal some of this deadly poison was placed in Holohan’s soup 
and he ate the soup. The major was evidently made sick from the poison. He 
went Upstairs to his room, returned downstairs, complained of being ill, and 
returned to his bedroom. Fearful that the attempt to poison Holohan might 
be discovered, they decided to kill him. Manini refused to do the killing. Icardi 
and LoDolce flipped a coin to decide who must do away with Holohan, and Lo- 
Dolce lost. LoDolce took Manini’s revolver and with Icardi went to the major’s 
room where LoDolce shot Holohan twice. The two partisans had followed up- 
stairs so that Icardi, Manini, and Tozzini were present at the shooting leardi 
then took a sum of money from the major’s haversack. The dead man, Holohan, 
was tied up in a bag, carried to a boat waiting at the lake, weighted, and thrown 
into the water. In this lake the body was found. 

Ieardi was second in command and took over and continued the mission 
LoDolce remained with the mission until April 1946, when he rejoined the 
American forces. He was discharged from the Army the following October and 
was awarded the Legion of Merit for meritorious service. Without in the least 
condoning the actions of LoDolee, it is to be said that Icardi was the leader in 
this atrocious crime. The long record before this court discloses that there 
had been hard feelings toward Holohan by Icardi and Ieardi had the chance to 
succeed as mission leader through Holohan’s death. 

In this proceeding there is no dispute that Major Holohan was murdered 
and robbed or that the crimes were committed in northern Italy behind the 
German Army line. Nor is there dispute that the mentioned crimes are crimes 
designated in the treaty of 1868 between the United States of America and the 
Kingdom of Italy for which extradition may be demanded. 

At the time of the commission of the alleged crimes in 1944. a state of war 
existed between the United States and Germany. It cannot he disputed that 
at that time a state of war also existed between the United States and Italy . The 
military hostilities between the United States and Italy had been suspended 
by the armistice. As defined by the United States Army in its Basie Field 
Manual, Rules of Land Warfare, Rule 253, “An armistice is not a partial or a 
temporary peace; it is only the suspension of military operations to the extent 
agreed upon by the parties.” (See also Webster’s Dictionary and Hague Peace 
Convention, art. 36.) An armistice does not mean a conclusion of war. It is 
a step intended to lead to a treaty of peace. From time to time following the 
armistice agreement, steps looking to the removal of many things hampering 
the Italian people were taken. The duties of the Control Commission, which was 
established to supervise the terms of the armistice, were gradually lessened 
until it was largely removed. On September 15, 1947, a treaty of peace between 
the United States and the Republic of Italy became effective. 

The claim as made by the complainant is that the grant of the directive by the 
Secretary of State is not a “ministerial act,’ but an act of discretion, and that 
“the only conclusion possible is that the State Department has concluded that 
the accused in the instant case has committed a crime within the jurisdiction of 
Italy and is not exempt from the judicial jurisdiction of that country.” No 
merit is seen in this claim. In the first place any such conclusion is denied in 
the instant case by the letters to Congressmen written by the Department of 
State. Further the practice for extradition is governed by 18 U. 8. C. A. 3184 
where the Secretary of State submits the matter for determination by the court 
in the first instance. The court’s decision denying extradition is not reviewable, 
while a decision granting a certificate is. The directive from the Department 
clearly shows that the function of the Secretary of State in the first instance 
is to submit the entire matter to the court. The concluding clause of the directive 
reads: 

“Now, therefore, to the end that the above-named officers, or any of them, may 
cause the necessary proceedings to be had, in pursuance of said laws, in order 
that the evidence of the criminality of the said Carl George LoDolce may be 
heard and considered, and, if deemed sufficient to sustain the charges, that the 
same may be certified, together with a copy of all the proceedings, to the Secre- 
tary of State * * *.” [Italics mine.] See Jn re Lucke, 20 F. Sup. 658, and 
cases cited. 
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ASW d ‘ >the varions Con sme 
| ew of ‘ ( that his Department ( Ler v ja ith the duty of 
‘ ra m ¢ ‘sin W h an extradition magistrate finds that 
t ett rrender has been made out under the treaty, the Department 
voids ¢ sing a views concerning the case prior to its receipt 
t l ni l ‘ 
I e that where it is clear that the individual sought does not come within 
s for extradition, the Department of State may deny extradi- 
it SuDMmISsiIOnN to any cou r commissioner (Harvard Research Inter 
Li extradition, 20 American Journal International Law, Supplement, 
166 et ser The Department us not Waived its right to claim immunity. The 
ise cited he complainant from Hackworth Digest of International Law, 
4, | e 94, was one in which extradition was denied by the Department 
ecause the offense had been committed in the United States and the individual 
wht had been convicted here The distinction is clear 
Pun i! to the directive in sequence, this court issued a warrant for the 
pre on of Carl George LoDolee; LoDolee was thereupon arrested and 
before this court the Italian Government was represented by counsel; 
LobDolce wa epresented by counsel: hearing was had, proof was adduced, arg 


re made, and briefs were filed. The matter was finally submitted on 





After examination and study of the many valuable briefs together with the 
cited cases and exhibits, as well as further independent research, there seems to 
e one question for determination The piace of the commission of the alleged 
es has been determined and admitted as 1 in the northern part of Italy 

es behind the enemy line as then held by the German Army We then 

come to the vital question with respect to the application of the treaty between 
the United States and the Republic of Italy, effective September 15, 1947, which 
the demanding Government claims revitalized the Extradition Treaty of 1868 and 


rale t retrouctive 


e Treaty of Extradition of 1886S between Italy and the United States is 


force The Treaty of Peace with Italy, effective September 15, 1947, 

ded that the Allied or Associated Power would notify Italv which of the 

ne r bilateral treaties it desired to keep and by note dated February 6, 1948, 
he Department of State listed the treaty of 1S6S as one which it desired to keep 
n force (See Treaty of Peace, art. 44.) It is believed that this treaty is 
retroactive (United States v. Hecht, 16 F. (2d) 955 (Second Circuit); in re 


DiGiacomo, Federal Cases, Case No. 3,747, 12 Blatchford 391) 
rhe preamble to the 1S6S Extradition Convention reads : 





The United States of America and King of Italy having judged it 
expedient that persons convicted of or charged with crimes hereinafter 
specified should be reciprocally delivered up, . 

Article I, in part, provides that the respective governments “mutually agree 
to deliver up ye us who, having been convicted or be charged with the crimes 


specified 

And article IT, in part, provides: 

“Persons shall be delivered up who shall have been convicted or be charged 
according to the provisions of this convention, with any of the following 
crimes 

The crime of murder charged here is one of the crimes included in the 
convention 

This is not a criminal proceeding. Greater liberality in the reception of evi- 
dence is permitted in this proceeding than in criminal or other civil proceedings, 
\ special statute controls in the admissibility of evidence in extradition pro- 
ceedings, 18S U. 8S. C. A., section 3190, which provides that “properly and legally 
authenticated” papers offered in evidence suffices. Under this provision hearsay 
evidence is permissible (President v. Kelly, 19 F. Supp. 730: affirmed 92 F. 2d 
CO5 (Second Cireuit) : U.S. ve. Mulligan, 50 F. (2d) 687: Bingham vy. Bradley, 


It may be true that the Italian Government had not lost to Germany and the 
United States its sovereignty over the boundaries which it occupied prior to 
1 War, vet While any of the enemy armies were within such boundaries, with 
or without the consent or permission of Italy’s Government, such presence may 
ts rights 

ere given up, ceded, severed r abandoned by that sovereign for the time (The 
Schooner Rachange v. MeFadden, 7 Cranch 116, 139-140; United States v. Rice 


Pe see, V7 U.S. 509, 515. 517) 


justly be considered as committing an act of hostility and certain of 
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Phe opinion of Mr. Justice Field in Col re ce (97 U.S. 509), cited 

















and discussed by both petitione nd respondent, must be ! 1 s t 
decision in the Coleman case, See s D ecessil { t ere | S 
that opinion before a determination is made of y eX dition atte Lhe 
opinion is tar-reaching and till Wit cnrefu | tf ‘ PSSt 
words and sentences wh have been put ins ‘ cable. and s 
languace that the exac enaning cnn In nfused Pla ) ong s e has 
been and st sa basic part of the n il Woand 1 ro ¢ ! e the 
particular point at hand for the ner quotation ‘ he opini vi In 
made, but the opinion ild be considerec Ww ‘ » le he solid f d 
tion for the applicable g oted excerpts 

In Coleman ve Te CNN , Supra, Coleman isa reg il I n the m [ \ 
service of the United States He was a met ( ot he | ! \! 2 
the State of Tennessee during e War Between the Sta Tle as cl ged 
With the murder of one Mourning Ann Bell while a member of 
occupation in Tennessee He had been tric D\ ene! ‘ t-mnartia I el 
he was indicted for the sa e cri ein the district court of Kix Vilie renn rhe 
Supreme Court nV its decision req lired the prisonel o be discharged fro! the 
custody of the sheriff and to be delivered up to the mili horities. In his 
opinion Mr. Justice Field wrote 

“When the armies of the United States were in the territot of insurgent 
states, banded together in hostility to the \ l cove t and n ~ war 
against it, in other words, when the armies of the I t States ere the 
enemy s country, the military tribunals entions ‘ rt i ‘ ad nder 
the laws of war, and the authority conferred by the section named (12 Stat. 736), 
exclusive jurisdiction to try and punish offenses of every grade committed 
persons in the military service Officers and soldiers of the armies of the Union 
were hot subject during the war to the laws of the ene 0 menable to Ss 
tribunals for offenses committed by thet They we imsweruable only te heil 
owh government, and only by its law as enforced | Soa es, could the be 
punished , 

‘It is we settled that a for \ Vy permitted t ur through a endly 
country, or to be stationed in it VY permission o Ss government r sovere n, 
is exempt from the civ and criminal risdiction of the place e 
fact that war is waged between two countries negative e poss v of iris 
diction being exercised by the tribunals « the one count! ver persons en 
faved in such service Aside from this want of jurisdictio there would be 
soluething incongruous and absurd in permitting an officer or soldier of an 
invading army to be tried by his enemy, whose country he had i ded 

Mr. Justice Field also delivered the opinion of the Court in De Jol on 
(100 | S. 1598S), which has become a part of the Lit I consice ng 
the effect on the invading at and the relation of local tribunals due to 
temporary occupation, and occupation o any portion o Lhe enemys country, 
he wrote, at page 166: 

“They (the municipal laws) are considered as continuing, unless suspendec 
or superseded by the occupying belligerent But their continued enforcement 


is not for the protection or control of the army, or its officers or soldiers. These 
remain subject to the laws of war, and are responsible for their conduct only 


to their own government, and the tribunals by which those iws ure adminis 
tered. If guilty of wanton cruelty to persons, or of unnecessary spoliation of 
property, or of other acts not authorized by the laws of aur, they may be 
tried and punished by the military tribunals. They are amenable to no other 


tribunal, except that of public opinion, which, it is to be hoped, will always 
brand with infamy all who authorize or sanction acts of cruelty and op 
Sion. 

In Hamilton vy. MeClaughry (136 Fed. 445), also a component part of the 
military law, a soldier of the United States Arn t 


pres 


orde red to be and statio ed 





Camp Reilly, Pekin, China, during the Boxer uprising in China, shot and killed 
a corporal of his regiment The soldier was tried and convicted of the crime 
of murder by general court-martial and sentenced to be dishonorably discharged 
with forfeiture of pay and allowances due, and to be confined at hard labor 
for life. Attack was made upon the jurisdiction of the « rt-nartial by petition 
to the Circuit Court of Kansas. The court said, on page 448 

“As shown by the record, during the milita occu tie £ i ) the 
troops of this government, no less than 271 trials b eli ourt martial were 
had, which resulted in 244 cony ol Under the well-settled principles of 
law the offenders so tried were 1 imeanable to the laws of the government of 


China, and the offenses by them committed, if any, whethe Vv the laws of this 
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country denominated as the crime of murder, robbery, larceny or other felony, 
were not committed in violation of any law of China, because done by persons in 
the military service of this country while stationed in China.” 
Afte reference and quotation from the opinions in Coleman v. Tennessee, 
supra, and Dow y. Johnson, supra, the court continued at page 449 of the opinion 
e Han Iton case 


It therefore must follow, of necessity, if auy punishment shall be meted out 


f the i crimes committed by the persons in the military service of the 
United States during the occupation of China, such putiishment must be imposed 
nder the fiftyv-eighth article of war (now articles 92 and 93) or the offender go 
Inished; and this is true, whether the military occupation of China by 
the forces of this government was by or against the homicide committed is an 
ense ata it was an offense Committed in violation of the military laws of 
S rv, transplanted to China, under the authority of the military depart 
ment of this government for the government of our military forces while there 
engaged in operations against the ‘Boxer Uprising’ and for the protection of 
the citizens and representatives of this government and their property.” 
It is also well settled that the existence of a condition of war must be deter- 
mined by the political department of the Government; that the courts take 
Wicial notice of such determination and are bound thereby War between the 
United States, and Italy and Germany was declared on December 11, 1941. 
The armistice between the United States and Italy was agreed upon September 8, 
143 It declared war against Geremany effective October 13, 1945. The 
German forces in Italy surrendered May 21, 1945. The peace treaty between 
the United States and Italy became effective September 15, 1947 It is not 


disputed that the alleged crimes upon which this proceeding is based were 
ommitted December 6, 1944, at a place in northern Italy then occupied by the 
German armies, the Common enemy of the United States and Italy; nor that 
the demanding Government was not then, with its armies or otherwise, physically 
rol of the place of the crimes 

his court feels constrained to follow the established precedents In doing so 

hecessary to determine that the treaty between the United States and Ke- 
public of Italy is not applicable to the present matter; that the treaty cannot 
be extended to permit the issuance of a certificate to the Secretary of State 
that a warrant may issue upon the requisition of the proper authorities 
of the Italian Government for the surrender of Carl George LoDolce for extradi- 
tion to Italy for trial by the courts of Italy for the crimes of murder and robbery. 

So ordered 


ho cont 


JouN KNIGHT, 
United States District Judae. 
BUFFALO, N. Y., August 11, 1952 


Marcu 19, 1953. 
Mr. Cari LoDone! 5 
Rochester, N. ¥ 


Dear Mr. LoDotce: Under the authority of House Resolution 125, 83d Con- 
gress, a subcommittee, of which I am the chairman, has been appointed to inves- 
tigate the circumstances surrounding the death, on or about December 6, 1944, 
of Maj. William V. Holohan, AUS 

While a member of the United States forces in Italy you were a member of 
Major Holohan’s command. You made a formal statement through the Police 
Department of Rochester, N. Y., of the circumstances of his death. Information 
has heen published both by the Department of Defense officially and by the 
public press 

The subcommittee desires to have from you any evidence—competent, relevant, 
or material—relating to this subject which you may have and may desire to 
offer. Your evidence and that of former Lieutenant Ieardi, with whom I am 
communicating today, will be received by the subcommittee on Thursday, March 
26, 1958, at 2 o'clock in the afternoon, in the Armed Services Committee room, 
No. 318, Old House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

If you do not appear, the subcommittee must assume that it is in possession 
of all evidence required to form its opinion and report for the information of 
the Congress. 

This letter is being sent you by registered mail and will be published as a part 
of the subcommittee’s report. 

Sincerely yours, 
W. STERLING CoLe, Chairman, 
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ROCHESTER, N. Y. 
CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Attention Hon. W. Sreritine Coie, 


Chairman of Armed Nei ces Com ttee, Old House Office Build ng, 
Room No. 313, House of Re prese tatires 
DEAR CONGRESSMAN Cort Your letter of March 29, 1953. addressed to Mr 


Carl LoDolcee, Rochester, N. Y.. has heen referred to me r disposition Mr 
LoDolce appreciates both your interest and the committee's interest in this mat 
ter. However, I believe that the matter was decided by the Honorable Judge 
John Knight, Federal court judge, Buffalo, N. Y., said judge rendering his 
decision based upon the facts and evidence submitted in open court. Regret 
that Mr. LoDolce cannot appear in person before the committee due to an aggra 
vated back and leg injury incurred during the last war. Mr. LoDolcee is reeuper 
ating from a severe Ss} inal disk operation performed at the Veterans’ Memorial 
Hospital, Buffalo, N. Y., several months ago. In view of present physical con 
dition it is impossible for Mr. LoDolce to take any trips whatsoever Please 
give my thanks to the committee and yourself for your interest in this matter 
Very truly yours, 
THOMAS G,. PRESUTTI, 
{ttorney, Rochester, N. Y¥. 


Marcu 19, 1953 
Mr. Atpo L. Icarpt, 
Mount Washington, Pittsburgh, Pa 


DEAR Mr. Icarpr: Under the authority of House Resolution 125, S8d Congress, 
a subcommittee, of which I am the chairman, has been appointed to investigate 
the circumstances surrounding the death, on or about December 6, 1944, of 
Maj. William V. Holohan, AUS. 

When you were a member of the United States forces in Italy, and a member 
of Major Holohan’s command, you made an official report concerning his death. 
Evidence developed from other sources contradicts your report. Much of this 
information has been published both by the Department of Defense officially, 
and by the public press. 

The subcommittee desires to have from you any evidence—competent, rele 
vant, or material—relating to this subject which you may have and may desire 
to offer. Your evidence and that of former Sergeant LoDolce, with whom I am 
communicating today, will be received by the subcommittee on Thursday, March 
296, 1953, at 2 o’clock in the afternoon, in the Armed Services Committee room, 
No. 313, Old House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

If you do not appear, the subcommittee must assume that it is in possession 
of all evidence required to form its opinion and report, for the information of 
the Congress. 

This letter is being sent you by registered mail and will be published as a 
part of the subcommittee’s report. 

Sincerely yours, 
W. STERLING CoLe, Chairman. 


May 26, 1953. 
THomas G, PRESUTTI, Esq., 
Rochester, N. Y. 

Dear Mr. Presutri: Reference is made to a letter dated Mareh 19, 1953, 
addressed to Mr. Carl LoDolce, 16 Taft Avenue, Rochester, N. Y., from the 
Honorable W. Sterling Cole, chairman of a subcommittee under House Resolution 
125. 88d Congress, to investigate the disapperance and death of Maj. William 
V. Holohan, before which Mr. LoDolee was invited to appear and testify Since 
that time you have advised of your client’s inability to take any trips due to back 
and leg injuries incurred during the last wal 

This subcommittee reiterates its desires to afford Mr. LoDolee the opportunity 
to appear and offer any testimony that may be competent, material, and relative 


to this matter. Upon his failure to appear, this subcommittee will assume that 
it is in possession of all of the evidence required to form its opinion in a report 
for the information of the Congress 

You should be apprised that this offer to Mr. LoDolee and his acceptance or 
refusal to appear and the resulting implications will be published as part of this 


subcommitttee’s repert. 
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W. SMART, 
Chief Counsel 


Hon mittee Chair 


Thomas G. Presutti, 


W. Ste neg Ce Siubecor 


nan) 


Mr. attorney, 108-110 Wilder Building, Roches- 


